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(IM -tfjflfi.;'' 

ir» RE: MUR 64̂ 1 
O 
in 
^ Dear Ms. Baueriy, 

P 
iro I am in reodpt of the letter sent on your befaalf, dated June 21̂ , 2011. My records and recollection 

of my persond activities on ̂ ril 10̂ , 2010, do not seem to support the oomplauiaixt*s allegations 

and the charges as mentioned in tiie MUR: 6421 compldnt 

I stand by my previous statement and bdief tiiat I am under no obligation to discuss ray persond 

travd balnts, outdtje tiiose tiiat are campaign rdated, with the FEC OF fhe eomplainant, exeept 

when so oompdled hy the reodpt of a sul̂ xiena. That bemg said, in the interaist of ei?menting and 

darifyiiig my podtion on the matter, I have uiduded a copy of the page from n^ persond pOot's log 

tiiat inidudes the fiight infonnation and remarks for the date ui qll̂ tiQ .̂ Tlie tirat reynark, "Harbor 

3prings I.F.R." indicates the fiiitfaest point of the I.F.R. traming flight The second remark, "X entay 

IFR Flight" w/graphicd downward pointiiig arrows, indicates that the flight was a cross coimtry 

I.F.R. training fli^t eticollqpassing dl tluee entries. Hie tfaird remark, "Bruce Rutter CFII..." is the 

uisbructt>r*s signature and certification number. 

As I previoudy stated, it is rriy reoollection and niy reoords support my recollection, that I flew an 
LF.R. training flight on the date in question. I disagree that I made a corporate in-kuid contribution 
to any campaign, as the flight was not a campaign flight, but an LF.R. traunng flight as indicated 
and recorded ui n^ pilot log. No money was spent on behalf of the Benishek or any otfaer campaign, 
but rather pdd to my flight instructor in tfae pursuit of an LF.R. endorsement Although the 
Benishdc (^paign folt it necessary to send me a dieck to reimburse me fer the flight, I disagreed 
with them on the nature of tiie fiight and gave the entire amount to five locd diarities. Hiey sdd 



tfaey fidt the payment would appease the complainant and deflect pubic scrutiny. I fdt it was a non-

conforniing payment for a serdoe that wasn't rendered. As I explained to the Benishek campaign, I 

felt it was high^ appropriate, legd and faiedtfay to share some quality personal time with Dr. 

Benishek, away from the demands of politics and campaigrung. I hope the (Commisdon 

understands and condders that candidates deserve some amount of time awsty fixim campaigrung 

and the oonstaiit stress that tfaey are under for such a long an arduous period. 

^ In dosuig, I fed and still bdieve that persond (off tlie campaign dock) travd should not be a 

(M niatter deserving of tfae oompkdnants or FEC's attention, time aiul resoiuoes, not to mention legd 
, 7̂  authority. I vdue the Commisdon's diligence in purauing mattere tliat involve campaign financing, 
^ but I fied this niatter does not bdong in the campaign arena, and therefore, predudes tfae neoesdty 
'7 for ai^ party to expendanyadditioiidresoiiroes Slid tinie on the matter. I appredate your 
'T 
P VNV understanding and look forward to a prompt dismissd ofthe complauit 
in 

Sinoerdy, 

Steven Zurcher 


